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BILL BARRETT
30 DISTRICT, NEBRASKA

lS07 LONGWORTH BUILDING

WASHINGTON, DC 20515
1202} 225~435

DISTRICT OFFICES,

GRAND ISLAND OFFICE

312 WEST THIRD STREET
GRAND ISLAND. NE 68801

13081 381-5555

SCOTTSBLUFF OFFICE
1502 SECOND AVENUE

SUITE 2

SCOTTSBLUFF, NE 69361
13081 532-3333

February 24, 1993

COMMITTEES'

AGRICULTURE

SUBCOMMITTEES:

HUMAN RESOURCES
LA80A MANAGEMENT

POSTSECONDARY EDUCATION

HOUSE ADMINISTRATION

RANKING, SUBCOMMITTEE ON
LIBRARIES AND MEMORIALS

SELECT COMMITTEE ON CHILDREN.
YOUTH. AND FAMILIES

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

RE: PR Docket No. 92-235.

Enclosed for your consideration are copies of letters I have
received from constituents who are concerned about the proposed
reallocation of radio frequencies used in the operation of radio
controlled model airplanes.

These letters cause me to question whether radio controlled model
airplanes were taken into account as these proposed rule changes were
drafted. In addition, I understand that this is not the first time
those involved in operating radio controlled models have been faced
with the cost of replacing expensive equipment or had the safety of
their operations compromised due to frequency reallocation.

I appreciate your attention in this matter.

Z~~tQ
BILL BARRETT
Member of Congress

BBjts

Enclosures



FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20554

IN REPLY REFER TO:

7330-7/1700A3

Honorable Bill Barrett
House of Representatives
1607 Longworth Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Barrett:

This is in reply to your letter of February 24, 1993, in which you inquired on
behalf of several of your constituents regarding the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making (Notice) in PR Docket No. 92-235, 57 FR 54034 (1992). This Notice
proposes comprehensive changes to the Commission's Rules governing the private
land mobile radio services operating in the frequency bands below 512 MHz.

Your constituents are specifically concerned about the impact of these changes
on radio control (RIC) hobby users. Enclosed is a discussion paper concerning
our proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. In short, we expect there would be no
adverse impact on RIC operations because of any proposal contained in the
Notice.

We are, of course, sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land
mobile radio spectrum and RIC hobbyists. We will, therefore, take your
constituents' concerns into account when we develop final rules in this
proceeding. As indicated in the Notice, we remain convinced that without
significant regulatory change in radio operations in the bands below 512 MHz,
the quality of communications in the private land mobile radio services will
continue to deteriorate to the point of endangering public safety and the
national economy.

We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding.
letters will be included in the record of the proceeding.
rules to be issued in 1994.

Sincerely,

Your constituents'
We expect final

Richard J. Shiben
Chief, Land Mobile & Microwave Division
Private Radio Bureau

Enclosures
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BILL BARRETT
3D DISTMICT, NEBMASKA

1807 LONGWORTH BUILDING
WASHINGTON, DC 20515

(202) 225-8435

DISTRICT OFFICES,

GRAND ISLAND OFFICE
312 WEST THIRD STREET

GRAND ISLAND, NE 68801
1308, 381-5555

SCOTTSBLUFF OFFICE
1502 SECOND AVENUE

SUITE 2
SCOTTSBLUFF, NE 6936 I

(308) 632-3333

February 24, 1993

COMMITTEES,

AGRICULTURE

SUBCOMMITTEES:

HUMAN RESOURCES
LABOR MANAGEMENT

POSTSECONDARY EDl/CATION

HOUSE ADMINISTRATION

RANKING, SUBCOMMITTEE ON
LIBRARiES AND MEMORIALS

SELECT COMMITTEE ON CHILOREN,
YOUTH. ANO FAMILIES

Federal Communications commission
1919 M street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

RE: PR Docket No. 92-235.

Enclosed for your consideration are copies of letters I have
received from constituents who are concerned about the proposed
reallocation of radio frequencies used in the operation of radio
controlled model airplanes.

These letters cause me to question whether radio controlled model
airplanes were taken into account as these proposed rule changes were
drafted. In addition, I understand that this is not the first time
those involved in operating radio controlled models have been faced
with the cost of replacing expensive equipment or had the safety of
their operations compromised due to frequency reallocation.

I appreciate your attention in this matter.

Z~tQ
BILL BARRETT
Member of Congress

BB/ts

Enclosures





The Honorable Bill Barrett
U.S.House of Representatives
Wa?hington, D.C· 20510

Dear Mr. Barrett:

I derive many hours of enjoyment and construction and operating radio
controlled airplanes and trucKS and. I own 5 pieces of radio equipment
that would 'be unusable if this frequency assignment is adopted. OUr club
operates in a public area. Since the proposed new frequencies are so close,
interference will occur and render most model frequencies unusable.

I am very concerned about proposed rules t~at are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications commission (FCC). The proceeding
is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the
usablility of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

OUr radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band.
primarily used for private land mobile dispatc~ operations.
radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart
mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
interfering with the other.

This band is
However, our

from the land
without either use

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them
into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many
land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and
cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes,
only 19 frequencies will be left if these rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and
use of the radio control frequencies.· If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will ~come

congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh
as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but
more to the point, they are capable of causing property 0amage, serious
injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and
contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our fUll
complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of
radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio
equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people
like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime ~y not allowing the
FCC to carry out it's proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely

~Js- OOUG EDWARDS
7TH & E:-1ERSON
ALLIANCE NE 69301



Jack & Carol Ott
2912 lakeview Cove
Has tIngs, t'lE 68901

Bill Barrett, U.S. Representative
1607 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

RE: Public Safety
Economic Hardship
Proposed Rule PR 92-235
Federal Communications Commission

Dear Congressman Barrett:

February 2, 1993

On behalf of my son, David, an 11 year old, and myself who have a
common interest in aviation, I find it necessary to burden you.

You may have already received letters or comments expressing
concern about an FCC proposal, PR 92-235.

The proposed rule permits interspersal of new frequencies in
between radio control (RIC) frequencies for use by the electronically
"sloppy" and less finely tuned cellular phones. This use would "walk
on" RIC frequencies and cause interference, with devastating
consequences.

The most profound effect will be on public safety. The loss of
control, because of radio signal interference, of a flying model
weighing anywhere from 2 Ibs. to 30 Ibs. traveling 50 mph to 200 mph
can have severe consequences. Such an object simply becomes an
unguided missile.

Economically, the loss of a ~ingle aircraft due to interference
may be in the Thousands of Dollars (a paltry sum by some standards),
but it will not be the only economic effect. The fact is that several
tens of millions of dollars worth of radio equipment will become
useless because of frequency conflict.

Safety is not a meaningless word in the RC'rs vocabulary it is a
passion. We go to great lengths to assure the safety of operators,
bystanders and property. We carefully coordinate the use of the radio
frequencies allocated to our use. If the new frequencies are
authorized safety becomes a meaningless word.

Please help David and me continue the safe enjoyment of a hobby
that transcends all age groups and professions by voicing your opinion
and concerns and lending your influence to this subject. It is
urgent, the FCC has a comment deadline of February 26, 1993.

Thank you.
Respectfully,

Jack R. Ott
Jj~

and David
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The Honor5ble 3ill norrett
1607 Lonp-1.vorth
\iashint;ton, ~. C. 2)515

Dear Kr. 3arrett:

I have been interested in sviation 211 of ~y life. I
a.~ an active ~::;odel bl~ildEr end flier in a locel flyinp;:
cll~b in Lexin~ton, F3.

I a~.:.. concerned abol,lt Dro:r;Josed rl~les thet c:r€ cl~rrently

I~nder consider8tion by the FCC;. The nroceedina is
PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rl~les will ~re8tl;v

rea.1,lce the l,lsability of freql,lencies cl~rrently 8ssi,gned
for ~odel ~se and increase the risk of accidents and
liability for controllinp;: model airnlanes.

O~r radio control frea~encies are in the 72-76 N~z bsnd.
This band is primaril:>; l,lsed for nri v<3te 12nd :':l1obi le dis
~atch o~erations. However, o~r radio control fre~~encies

in this bE~nd are far enoll,gh BnBrt from the land [Joti le
freq~encies that we have Seen able to share the band ~ith
Ollt ei ther l~se interferin~ with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more lond mobile fre~,lencies

by splittin,q: them into narrov..er bandwidths and rearran,,?
in,,? the tr,nd 1)lan. This will brinp;: many land ::10bile
frequencies dan.gerol,l$ly close to Ol.lr freqlAencies, C81,lS
ing interferance. I have been told that of the 5) fre
ql,lencies that are presently available for radio control
of ~nodel airDlenes, only 19 freql,lenciE,s will be left.

"y°'e ,go to ,great lengths to insl,lre the safety of the oner
a tors and spectators v,hen we fly Ol,lr !!lode1 airnlenes.
I'an~! of Ol,lr safet;y Drec811tions involve the cErefl,ll co
ordination and l~se of the radio control frec11,lEncies.
If the nl~~:1ter of l,lsable freql,lEncies is rE:Ql,lced, the re
:Jainin,g; ire ql~eI"'~C iCE, vd11 become c onSJ:E s ted Cend V,e "';lErp-in
of saf~ty will be areatly decr~Esed. 0

=,:any of Ol,lr f1J.odel airnlanes hc:ve win.? STIans l~n to 18
feet and wei<?,:h as rll)ch as 4J Ibs. l\~odels are eXDensive
to blAi Id and they are ca-::>8ble of c21,lsin!? Dronert;y d8.Ina~e,



seriol.1s inlp.lry, and death i:t' rad io interference C3.'1SeS
the operator to lose control of the Dlane. ]e often
fly our models at oraanized events and contests where
hl.1ndreds of oDerators "D2rticiu8te. .:e need the use of
Ol.lr £l.lll comulem.ent of r&dio frea1lencies in order to. -

aSS11re a safe flyint? enVirOl1!'lent.

I do not think it is wise of the F8C to seek to imurove
the o~eratin~ conditions of land mobile radio users at
the exuense of radio control ~odelers. The FCC ~ay not
think He are as iD~ortant as bllsiness users of radios,
bl.ltY'/e have a considerable investment in Ollr '-node Is and
in OI.1r radio eql.1inment. The hobby nrovides ::J,;lly hO')rS
of enjoyment to thOllsands of ~eonle li~(e myself and con-·
tributes to the advancement and develoument of the com
mercial aviation industry.

Please helD me continue the safe enjoy:nent of my Dastirne
by not allowinQ: the FCC to carry

m y
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safety in our hobby. Because of their past history in dealing
with the radio channels our hobby uses, I find it hard to
imagine how they could consider these outrageous changes.

The FCC and other government officials may not think
that we are as important as business users of radios, but
this hobby provides hours of enjoyment to thousands of people
including myself. It also contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry as well as
the military.

As a taxpayer, I am asking you to please help me
continue the safe enjoyment of our pastime by not allowing
the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

nneth D. Ehlers
811 South Eastman
North Platte, NE 69101
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February 5 J 1993

The Honorable Bill Barrett
United States House of Representatives
Washington J DC 20510

HE: NPRM - PR Docket 92-235

Dear Representative Barrett J

I am a concerned citizen who derives many hours of enjoyment
from constructing and operating Radio Controller Airplanes.
This hobby is a continuation of my interest in aviation for as
long as I can remember. I am very active in local c1ubs J whose
members enjoy constructing and operating Radio Controlled
Models. In addition J we are very active in community affairs J

using our hobby as a way to reach other members of our
community.

I am concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adoptedJ the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently
assigned for model use and will increase the risk of accidents
and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio controlled frequencies are in the 72-75 MHz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operations. However J our radio controlled frequencies in this
band are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that
we have been able to share the band without either use
interfering with the other.

The FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower band-widths and rearranging the
band plan. As a resu1t J many land mobile frequencies will move
closer to the radio controlled frequencies and will cause
interference to radio controlled operations. It is my
understanding that of the current 50 frequencies in the 72 MHz
band that are currently used by radio controlled enthusiasts for
control of model aircraft J 31 frequencies will be impacted
leaving only 19 available if the new rules are adapted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to
great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and
bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the
radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies
is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies
will become congestedJ and the margin of safety will be greatly
decreased.



Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up
to 10 feet and weigh as much as 20 to 40 pounds. The models
themselves are expensive to build, but more to the point, they
are capable of causing serious property damage, serious injury,
or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized
events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We
need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in
order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio
controlled modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radios, but we have a considerable
investment in our hobby, models, and in our radio equipment.
The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help all the modelers in our great state and the country
to continue the safe enjoyment of our pastime by not allowing
the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-75 MHz band. We
believe that the FCC can explore other avenues to resolve this
problem without adversely affecting ou~ safety and enjoyment.

Sincerely,~~~

Martin (Pat) Shafer
RR #1, Box 56A
Tekamah, HE 68061
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February 13, 1993

The Honorable William E. Barrett
Representative in Congress
1607 Longworth Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Bill:

I am concerned about proposed rules under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC), PR Docket 91-235. If adopted, such rules would
reduce the frequencies currently assigned for model airplane usage, and increase
the risk of accidents and liability for controlling model airplanes.

Model airplane radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band, primarily used
for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control
frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies,
that we are able to share the bank without one interfering with the other.

Now, the FCC proposes to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them
into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the bank plan. As a result, many land
mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies, and cause
interference to radio control operations. I understand that of the 50 frequencies
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will
remain if these new rules are adopted.

When model airplanes are flown under radio control, every precaution is taken to
assure the safety of operators and bystanders, and the protection of property.
Such safety precautions involve careful coordination and use of radio frequencies.
If, however, the number of frequencies is diminished, as proposed, the remaining
frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety decreased.

Many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet, and weight up to 30 or 40 Ibs.
The model airplanes are expensive to build; but moreover, they could cause
property damage or serious injury - if radio interferences cause the operator to
lose control of the craft. Model airplanes are often flown at organized events
and contests, where hundreds of operators and spectators participate. We need our
full complement of radio frequencies to assure a safe flying environment.

MAJUNG ADDRESS:
PO. BOX 9008, STATION C
OMAHA. NEBRASKA 68109 AN EOUAt. OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER

2512 DEER PARK BOULEVARD
OMAHA. NEBRASKA

(402) 342-1607
FAX /4(2) 342-3221
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It is unW1se of the FCC to seek improvement of operating conditions for mobile
radio users at the expense of radio controlled model airplanes. This hobby
requires considerable investment in models and radio equipment, and brings hours
of enjoyment to thousands of citizens. Plus, the hobby contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please support the safe hobby of radio controlled model airplanes, and prevent the
FCC from carrying out its proposal for the 72-76 MH band.

Sincerely,

HAWKINS CONSTRUCTION COMPANY

-~

Fred H. Hawkins
Chairman

FHH:jm



Robert 'W. Lyons
607 Kerr.
P. O. Box 1154
Hastings, Ne 68901

The Honorable Bill Barrett
607 Longworth Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Barrett,

I am a active member of our local radio controlled model airplane
club, The Hastings Skylarks and have been building and flying model aircraft
for thirty five years.

I am very concerned by the proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). If PR Docket
92-235 is adopted, it will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for model use and increas~ the risk of accidents.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my hobby/sport by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposed PR Docket 92-235 for the 72
76 MHz band. We all need your help urgently because the FCC has a deadline
of February 26. 1993 after which it may become more difficult to avoid
halting the proposals from going into effect.

Mr. Barrett, if you have time to read the rest of this letter it
will explain some of the problems we, as a group of radio control hobbyist
have to over come.

We started with radio control frequencies in the 26-27 MHz band
(the 'CB' citizen radio). These 'CB' frequencies were the first assigned and
did work for us for 12-15 yrs. until nearly everyone got a 'CB' radio. Then
we could not safely our airplanes, If anyone within a four mile radius of
the location where we would be flying our airplanes used a 'CB' radio, our
airplane would be 'shot down' because of radio interference.

In 1977 (I'm not sure of the date) our national model organization,
The Academy of Model Aeronautics, petitioned the FCC and we received seven
frequencies in the 72-76 MHz. In the 1980's we received the use of fifty
frequencies in the 72-76 MHz. This required all of the hobbyist to invest in
new radio equipment to meet the tighter regulations.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This
radio frequency band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operations. Currently our radio control frequencies in this band are far
enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we are able to share the
frequency band without the land mobile frequencies interfering with our use
and our usage does not interfere with the land mobile users.



~hen flying our models under radio control, we go to great lengths
to assure the safety of the flyer, bystanders, to protect the property of
others, and also to protect our investment in the model it's self!

If the FCC PH Docket 92-235 is adopted, we will return to the days
of the 'CB' radio problems.

The FCC may not think that we are as important as business users
of radios, but I have a large investment in my radios, engines, models and
other equipment and I don't think it is fair for the FCC to change the
current use of the 72-75 MHz band

Attached is a list of our membership roster and a list of the
radios 1n our club. I would put the dollar investment 1n the radios at about
$25,500.00:

Sincerely,

Robert ~. Lyons



Feb 4 1993
POBox 288
Ord NE 68862

Representative Bill Barrett
1607 Longworth House Office Building
Washington D C 20515

Dear Representative Barrett:

This letter is being sent in regard to an FCC Notice of Proposed
Rule Making (NPRM-PR Docket 92-235) which is being considered
the latter part of this month.

This action by the FCC is designed to add additional frequencies
for Land Mobile use in the 72 and 75 MHz bands which are
currently authorized for remote controlled small sized
airplanes, cars and boats. These existing authorized frequencies
were only recently revised and were made effective in 1991.

I am a retired person who has been involved in the remote
controlled airplane activity since 1977 and am presently
involved in this hobby as a member of four modeling groups in
central Nebraska. There are approximately twenty groups of
organized radio control modelers located throughout the state.
r own 15 radio control units, all of which are in accordance
with the existing technical requirements in effect since 1991. A
number of these units were re-worked prior to 1991 to meet the
1991 requirements at no small cost to me. I judge that my
expenditure into this hobby exceeds several thousand dollars for
radios, tools, plane kits. materials and supplies and I derive
considerable enjoyment and relaxation from this activity.

r, as well as the other participants in this activity, are
extremely aware of the safety aspects of flying models weighing
in excess of 15 pounds and we exercise considerable care in the
control of frequencies and operation of the planes to minimize
these hazards.

We modelers currently operate with a 20 MHz spacing in our
frequencies and transmitters are certified to be within limits
that prevent interference with adjacent units. Should the FCC
proceed to add additional frequencies into this spacing, radio
.interference can and will occur while our planes are airborne
and which will result in runaway, uncontrollable models with the
attendant risk of personal injury, property damage and loss of
expensive models and radios.



I feel that the proposed frequencies will be so close to our
present frequencies. the above interference will occur and will
therefore make most. if not all. of my radio units unusable.

Please provide whatever assistance you can to prevent the FCC
from proceeding with their proposal to pinch the bands together
to such an extent as to render our modeling equipment unusable
and/or introduce safety hazards which will be unmanageable.

Yours truly,

Robert T McClure



Ti-,.= Hcnor:J.ble 8111 Barr"ett
:,·::>07 I.onqwortll Building
W3snington. D.C. 20515

Oear Mr. Barrett:

I have been interested in model aviation fnr many years and
dei"lVe many hours of enjoyment from constructln~ and operating
rJdio-controlled model dlrclanes. I am very actlve in a local club
called the "Grand Island Hi-Flyers" whose members pt-ovlde
',mter tainment for local youth and adult qroups ,,\lith theii- flying
demonstrations, I .personally own several RIC radios and models and
have a worKshop full of other products necessary to operate my
Inodels,

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR 92-235. If adopted the new rule will greatly
reduce the usability of frequencies currently ~ssigned for RiC model
use and increase the risk of accident and attendant liability.

C'L!i i'2.dlo-conti"ol frequencies aloe in the {-70 MHz. band. This
b,\ncl i -.=. PI' irn<..'l, r i 1 y used for p ri va te land mob i 1 e 'disoa teh opera tions., .

Hc~e~er. our radio-control I frequencies in this\band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
shore the band without either use interferino with the other.

Ti,e No tice of Proposed Ru Ie Mak i ng (NPR~) Ii n PR 92-235 i-eplaces
Pr.-.rt 90 of the rules WIth a new Part 88. Par-t 90 allows for saf.,!L!Jse
ot H,l( 31rci-aft and sur-face models by keePIng 10 Khz spacing ber-ween
fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The
new Pal't 88 w~ll allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of
fr-':Oouencio-.:; ,~vailable to us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of
the SO channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraftl and 10 of the
30 f ,'equencies on ttle 75 MHz band (for R/C cat"<;:J .3n<:1 bO.3ts) now USi;?- by
the hobbyists. In fact. more channels will llkely be affected.

lA)h':?-ll L-\Je Qoer-3.te our RIc models. we:Jo to tha (:Jreat length::::. to
~ssU!'G the safety ot the operators and bystanders and the prot-ection
':Jf .;)l'~r~'erty_ t''-~ny of our safety precautions lrvolve the careful
cDol-dlnation3nd use of J:he r'adio contt"o! ft"equencies. If the number
af LI3able frequencies is diminished as proposea by the FCC. the
rern.::,ining fl-eauencies Ii'Ji.J.l become congested an.:' tho ~;;u;-Jin of ='3fety

will be greatLy decreaed.

{ don't think it is wore of the FCC to se~k to expand the
op~rat:on condItIons of land mobile radio users at the expense of the
1;<:110-'.:;ontr-011 modelers. The FCC may not think L-\Je ar-e as irnoorcarlt
ciS bllSlness users ot the radIO. but we have a conslderable lnvestment
1n ,:cur modeL:'3nd 1n our radio equipment. It Lo a sl.::able industry
tldt :T1U'-:ot ce saved for these deti-jmental FCC actlons, The hobby
Or")\;ldes Ini:,ny hout's of enjoyment to hundreds of thcusands of pecale
~ .L:',2 1Tl'/'3e! f ~nd comtributes to the adv8.l1cement and development of the
·::;')fnn:;.=rcl,3.13.Vldtion industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposed PR Docket 92-235 for the
72-76 MKz band. We all need your help urgently because the FCC has a
deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more
difficult to avoid halting these proposals fro~ gOJ?g into .effect.

ft.\} \1- Sincerely./i/pf;rtJ:"1.
/Ju,pZ-tf ~/t.vI9tL j y-g-//



The Honorable Bill Barrett
lb07 Longworth Building
Was~ington. D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Barrett:

[ have been interested in model aviation for many years and
derive many hours of enjoyment from constructing and operating
r';J.d.io-colltt"olled model airplanes. I am ver-y active in a local club
called the "Grand Island Hi-Flyers" whose members pt'ovide
enter'tainment for local youth and adult groups with their flying
demonstrations_ I personally own several RiC radios and models and
bave a workshop full of other products necessary to operate my
models.

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR 92-235. If adopted the new rule will greatly
reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for RIc model
use and increase the risk of accident and attendant liability.

Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This
b~nd is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However. our radio-cantrall frequencies in this band are far' enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
shore the band without either use interfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR 92-235 replaces
Pa,"t 90 of the rules Wi th a new Part 88. Par't 90 allows for _?af..!!--!.lse
of FU(: aircl-,3ft and sut-face models by keeping 10 Khz spacing between
fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The
new Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of
f r-eQuencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of
the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the
30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for R!C cars and boats) now use by
the hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

l-Jhen we ope ra te ou r RiC mode 1s, ItJe ';;)0 to the grea t lengths to
,:",SSUI-8 the safety of the operators and bystander's and the protection
of proper'ty. t'lany of our safety precautions involve the careful
coo rod 1 na tion and use of J:.he radio cont r-ol f r-equencies. I f the numbe r
of usable frequencies is diminiShed as proposed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety
will be greatly decreaed.

I don't think it is wore of the FCC to seek to expand the
operatl0n conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of the
1'~dl(J-controll modelers. The FCC may not think we at-e as important
as bUSIness users of the radio, but we have a conslderable investment
ln our models and in our radio equipment. It is a sizable indust;'y
that mu::-~t be saved for these dett-imental FCC actions. The hobby
provides many hour"s of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of peoele
Li.ke myself 3nd comtributes to the advancement and development of the
comnlercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposed PR Docket 92-235 for the
72-76 MKz band. We all need your help urgently because the FCC has a
deadline of February 26. 1993 after which it may become more
difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going into effect.

Sincerely, t]~t~
Donald E. Hansen
2712 15 AV Central City, NE68826
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2/15/93

The Honorable Jill Barrett

u.s. House of Reps.
~ashington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Barrett,

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use inted'ering with
the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause inted'erence to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be
left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

(1/("'( teMtJ8

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. ~

'\,\


